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To promote the economic, social and environmenzal viabhity of Northern Califorma
by enhancing and preserving the water rights and supphes of aur members.

May 10, 2002

Mr. Patrick Wright

Executive Director

CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Streer, Suite 1135
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: CALFED ERP 2002 PSP Selection Panel Recommendations

Dear Patrick:

The Northern California Water Association (NCWA) is very concemed with the
CALFED Ecosystem Restoration Program 2002 PSP Selection Panel Recommendations. We are
particularly concerned with the apparent disregard for local input from the Sacramento Valley.

As you know, NCWA represents 68 water suppliers and individual farmers who
collectively irrigate 860,000 acres of fertile Northern California farmland. Several of our
members also deliver water to state and federal wildlife refuges and a large portion of this land
serves as important seasonal wetlands for migrating waterfow!, shorebirds and other wildlife.

We were generally pleased with your urilization of regional panels as part of the
Ecosystem Restoration Program (ERP) project selection process, although we believe the earlier
CALFED process, including the ecosysiem roundtable, was a more meaningful process 10 assure
local and regional input. For regional strategies 1o succeed in the CALFED process, CALFED
must be diligent 10 assure that projects, including projects to benefit the ecosystem, are jocally
generated from within the region and have broad local support.

To start, we strongly endorse the selection panel’s determinatign 10 fund the Meridian
'« Farms Water Company’s Positive Barrier Fish Screen Proje ba County Water
¥ Agency (YCWA) Narrows 2 Powerplant Flow Bypass Syste partiaily fund the Surer
Mutual Water Company Tisdale Positive Barrier Fish Screen and Pumping Plant and YCWA’s
Yuba Goldfields Fish Barrier Replacement Project. These are examples of CALFED support for
regional priorities. The regional panel identified cach of these projects as “high” priority.

455 Capuol Mall, Smee 335 Sacramento. Cabformia 938144496 Telephone (916) 492-8333  Facaimile (916) +42-4035  wwwnorcalwater.oTg



May=16-2002 07:54am  From=-CALFED T-964  P.004/005 F-372

Patrick Wright
May 10, 2002
Page 2 of 3

On the other hand, our concerns arise from the full or partial funding wialing $2,216,447
for four projects ranked as “low” prioritics by the Sacramento regional panel. Local interests
determined thar the projects would provide limited or no local value, did not reflect regional
priorities, or were poorly writlen. Bur, this evaluation was overridden and the projects were
nonetheless funded. The funding of these projects does not reflect the role local support should
play in the CATLFED process as directed in the Record of Decision (ROD).

Our froswration with the selection of these projects is compounded by the fact that there
were 19 projects the regional panel determined to be “high” priorities that were not
recommended for funding by the CALFED Selection Panel. There are six projects that were not
recommended for funding that are of special concern 10 NCWA. These projects provide
considerable regional benefits and, as a result, the Sacramento regional panel considerad most of
them “high” priorities. The projects include: Ducks Unlimited White Mallard Dam and
Associated Diversions Phase III Construction, Orland Uinit Water Users’ Association Northside
Diversion Dam Fish Passage Feasibility Smdy, Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company
Positive Barrier Fish Screen Design and Environmental Review, Reclamation District No. 108
Wilkins Slough Positive Barrier Fish Screen Sediment Removal Project, Tehama-Colusa Canal
Authority Fish Passage Improvement Project at the Red Bluff Diversion Dam, Phase 1, and
YCWA Narrows 2 Powerplant Intake Exiension.

The next step in the selection process—distributing the remaining ERP funding 10
~Considered as Directed Action” projects--provides CALFED with an oppormnity o betier
incorporate regional panel recommendations in the decision-making process. NCWA is
particularly interested in three projects that are “Considered as Directed Action,” the M&T Chico
Ranch/Llano Seco Fish Sereen Facility Short-term/Long-term Protection Project, the Natomas
Mutual Water Company American Basin Fish Screen and Habitat Improvement Project, and
Reclamation District No, 108 Consolidated Pumping Facility and Fish Screen. Each of these
projects received a “high” priority ranking by the Sacramento regional panel, and each is
specifically designated as a priority in the Fcosystem Restoration Program Draft Siage
Implementation Plan (August 2001).

The “Consider as a Direcied Action” category also includes three projects that recejved a
“low” rating from the Sacramento regional panel. They are S.P. Cramer & Associated, In¢.
Assessment of Life-History Characteristics and Genetic Compostion of Oncorhynchus mikiss
Throughout California, The Natmre Conservancy’s Implementing a Collaborative Approach to
Quantifying Ecosystem Flow Regime Needs for the Sacramento River, and U.S. Geological
Survey Assessing the hazards of mercury and selenium to the reproductive success of birds. As
was the case with fiunded projects receiving a “low” priority rating from the Sacramento
Regional Panel, these projects were deicrmined to provide limited or ne local value, did not



May=16-2002 07:54am  From=-CALFED T-964  P.005/005 F-372

Patrick Wright
May 10, 2002
Page 3 of 3

reflect regional priorities, were poorly wrinten, or were already being performed through another
CALFED program.

As CALFED moves forward with the remaining funding selections for the 2002 PSP and
into future fimding cycles, we hope that it will reexamine the rEgmnal panels and other local -
input from the Sacramento Valley and, as a result, reginn:id priorities in the CALFED FFR will
receive the appropriate consideration as part of the selection process.

Sincerely,

A

David J. Gly
Executive Director

¢c: Dan Ray



